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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

The d^wlngs are objected ,o under 37 CFR 1.a3(a). The d.v.ngs must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the daims. Therefore, the daimed drcui. 
board, and the apparent (see 1 12 rejections below) daimed re.a«onship between boa,, 
and Chip .us, be shown or the features canceled from the ciaims. No new natter 
Should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected d,^,^ngs are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the app,ica«on. The objection to the d,.v«ngs 
Will not be held in abeyance. 

Tlie drawings are also objected to because it is undear what 220 points to (for 
example, see p.6, last two lines,, ^so, 230 is descnbed as inner portion ground contact 

proposed drawing correc«on or corrected d,.^ngs are required in reply to the Office 
action to av^d abandonment of the applicafion. T^e objec«on to the drawings v.,1 not 
be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

The spedficafon (including the abstract and claims) for other than reissue 
applicauons and reexam,na«on proceedings, and any amendments for applica«ons 
(induding reissue applications) and reexamination proceedings to the speciflcaUon, 
except as provided for in § § 1 .821 through 1 .825, must have: 

(i) Unes that are 1 1/2 or double-spaced: 

(li) Text written In a non-script type font (e.g., Arlal, Tlrr^ Roman, or Couder) 
lettering style having capital letters which are at least 0.21 cm (0.08 inch) high: 
and 

(iii) Only a single column of text. 

The disdosure contains a font that is too big and does not confo-m to common 

practice. 

Claim Objections 

All dalms are objected to because of the fc^lo,«ng informalities: The numbering 
Of me daim does not concord with common p,ac«ce. It is suggested they be numbered 
1,2,3... 9, instead. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
C^SLKIS.^^^^^^^^^ pointing out a. .^.o«v 
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Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for tailing to parUculariy point out and distinctly daln, the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1 and 5: 

It IS undear whether the daims recite an IC package, a drcui. board, or the 
combination of both. For this AcUon, .he exan^ner assumes a circuit board Is b^ng 
Claimed. Also, the daims define -portions" of comae, points. Is Applicant ..ferrlng to 
Whole contact points, or not? For this Ac«on, the exan^ner assumes whole contact 
points are being defined. Moreover, the daims recite -configured substantially in 
said...-, Which raises the question of whether the contacts are not configured in the 
rected ■portion(sr. The use of -substantially through out the Calm has rendered the 
structural relationship between defined parts unascertainable. 

In Addition to the above, in daim 1 : 

The Claim redtes, -said a, least one integrated drcuit package device circuit 
board-. This is not only undear, but the board lad<s antecedent basis. Also, the dalm 
redtes, "said contact points- in line 4. Which contact points? For the Action the 
exan^ner assumes other contact points, belonging to the plurality but no, inner. 

Claims 3,4,7 and 8 tail to further limit the dependent daims. It is undear to the 
exa„.ner how claims 3 and 7 further s^cturally desalbe the invention. As for claims 4 
and 8. it is undear how a dependent daim can oblate what it depends from and also 
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depend from i, >.-,hou, red,a«on of such. For tt,e purpose o, this examination, ,i,e 
examiner assumes no further stmcture being defined by daims 3,4,7 and 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
fom, the basis tor the rejections under this section made in this Office acUon: 
A person shall be entitiecl to a patent unless - 

te^T'^ '^^ '"""'^ "» rat-ilremel of pa?aSs (1 W2 • JnS m>" T'"^""^' application 
Mte before tlie invention thereof by Be appllcart for Site* " 

The Changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
Of 1999 (AiPA, and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do no. apply ^en the reference Is a U.S. patent resul«ng 
directly or indirectly f^m an international applicaUon ffled before November 29, 2000 
Therefore, the phor art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mn^ et 
al. (US6479758). 

Arima et al. discloses (see figures 5^) a wiring boanl 1A having a plurality of 
contact points, the wiring board comprising: 

An inner portion of contact points (anything inward from 5 towards 25) an outer 
portion of contact points (outward from 5 toward 7, the drcult boam comprising at leas, 
one of the following: 
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• One or more power supply contacts 6a in said outer portion 

• One or more timing or frequency contacts 6b in said outer portion 

• One or more ground contacts 5 configured in said inner portion; and 

. One or more data or high speed signal contacts 4b in said inner portion 

Arima et al. also discloses a circuit board wherein: 

• The ground contacts are provided along a bisectional axis 7 (goes across), 
through said outer portion of contacts to facilitate a ground path from outside 
are (see 7 is in outer periphery) to said inner portion 

Regarding claim 9. the claim fails to further structurally define the disclosed 
device. Rather, the claim merely further recites an intended use limitation that does not 
distinguish the disclosed device from the device of the prior art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lourdes C. Cruz whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5691. The examiner can nomialiy be reached on M-F 10-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Talbott can be reached on 703-305-9883. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7722 
for regular communications and 703-308-7722 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or rela«ng to the status of this application or 
proceeding should t^ directed to the recepUonis, whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0956. 



Lourdes Cruz 
March 15, 2003 



Lourdes C. Cruz 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2827 
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